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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The amendment filed 5/1 9/2006 has been placed of record in the file. 

2. Claims 1, 5, 14, and 17-20 have been amended. 

3. Claim 16 has been canceled. 

4. Claims 1-15 and 1 7-20 are now pending. 

5. The applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 and 17-20 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. A detailed discussion is set forth below. 

Response to Amendment 

6. Claims have been amended to incorporate subject matter into the independent claims that 
was previously presented in various dependent claims. However, none of the amended claims 
show a patentable distinction over the previous prior art of record. Since some claims have 
changed, the rejection is presented again, taking into account the amendments to the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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8. Claims 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kimoto (U.S. 
Patent Number 6,792,577). 

9. Kimoto has disclosed: 

• <Claim 20> 

A system for using a format preferred for a device, the system comprising: a network that 
includes a data repository (figure 1; column 6, lines 40-48; and column 11, line 64 
through column 12, line 5); said device, connected to the network and having a data 
format preference (figure 5, item 18/68 and column 15, line 64 through column 16, line 
2); and a data packet containing a request for specific information, said data packet 
including said data format preference, wherein said data packet is prepared by the device 
and transmitted over the network to said data repository (column 15, lines 21-34 and 
column 16, lines 7-9), said network being configured for using said data packet, in 
preparing the specific information for transmission to said device, said data format 
preference stored by said data repository (column 16, lines 29-41), wherein the specific 
information requested is electronic programming guide information (column 16, lines 60- 
63). 

• <Claim 17> 

The system of claim 20, wherein the data repository extracts the specific information of 
the request, formats the specific information in accordance with said data format 
preference, and transmits the specific information over the communication network to the 
device (column 16, lines 42-63). 
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• <Claiml8> 

The system according to claim 20, wherein the data repository is an extensible Markup 
Language (XML) data repository, which includes an XML database in connection with 
an Extensible Stylesheet Language Transformation (XSLT) engine, and the request for 
specific information and the device format preference are in an Extensible Stylesheet 
Language (XSL) stylesheet (column 16, lines 7-31). 

• <Claim 19> 

The system according to claim 20, wherein the network is an In-Home Digital Network 
(IHDN) (figure 1). 

Since all the limitations of the invention as set forth in claims 17-20 were disclosed by Kimoto, 
claims 17-20 are rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kimoto. 

12. Concerning claim 4, Kimoto did not explicitly state using a network address of the device 
as a device identifier. However, network addresses were well known in the art and Kimoto' s 
system must know the device's network address in order to send the correct information to the 
correct device. Since a network address uniquely identifies each device on the network, it would 
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make sense to use the address as a device identifier. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the system of Kimoto 
by adding the ability to use a network address of the device as a device identifier. 

13. Concerning claims 1, 5, 6, and 14, Kimoto did not explicitly state sending the device 
format preference upon connection to the network. However, automatically sending control 
information upon a device's connection to a network was well known in the art. Since the 
network needs the device format preference in order to send the correct information to the 
correct device, it would make sense that the device format preference be sent as control 
information to the network upon connection by the device. Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the system of 
Kimoto by adding the ability to send the device format preference upon connection to the 
network. 

14. Thereby, Kimoto discloses: 
• <Claim 1> 

A method for utilizing a data format preference of a device, comprising: connecting a 
device to a network having a data repository (figure 1; column 6, lines 40-48; and column 
11, line 64 through column 12, line 5); sending a device format preference to said data 
repository in response to said connecting at a time the device is initially connected to the 
network (obviousness as discussed above), the device format preference including format 
information for needed data (column 16, lines 7-28); utilizing, on the network, the device 
format preference from the data repository in preparing the needed data for transmission 
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to said device (column 16, lines 29-41); and sending the prepared needed data to said 
device (column 16, lines 42-63). 

• <Claim 2> 

The method of claim 1 , further comprising saving the device format preference in the 
data repository (column 16, lines 23-28). 

• <Claim 3> 

The method of claim 1 , wherein the device format preference is sent with a device 
identifier (column 16, lines 10-14). 

• <Claim 4> 

The method of claim 1 , wherein the device format preference is saved with a network 
address of the device to be used as a device identifier by the data repository (obviousness 
as discussed above). 

• <Claim 5> 

A method for utilizing a data format preference of a device, comprising: connecting a 
device to a network having a data repository (figure 1 ; column 6, lines 40-48; and column 
11, line 64 through column 12, line 5); sending a device format preference to said data 
repository when the device is connected to the network, the device format preference 
including format information for needed data (column 16, lines 7-28); utilizing, on the 
network, the device format preference from the data repository in preparing the needed 
data for transmission to said device (column 16, lines 29-41); and sending the prepared 
needed data to said device (column 16, lines 42-63), wherein the device connected to the 
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network sends the device format preference each time it is connected to the network 
(obviousness as discussed above). 

• <Claim 6> 

The method of claim 1 , wherein the network is an automatic configuration network, so 
that any device connected thereto sends the device format preference upon initial 
connection to the network (obviousness as discussed above, along with the fact that 
Kimoto saves the device format preference so that the device wouldn't necessarily have 
to send it again after an initial connection). 

• <Claim 7> 

The method of claim 1, further comprising: sending a request for specific information by 
the device (column 16, lines 7-17); extracting, by the data repository from data storage, 
specific information (column 16, lines 35-41); retrieving the device format preference by 
the data repository using a device identifier (column 16, lines 23-34); formatting the 
specific information according to the device format preference (column 16, lines 42-47); 
and sending the specific information over the network to the device from the data 
repository (column 16, lines 48-63). 

• <Claim 8> 

The method according to claim 7, wherein the device is an electronic device, and the 
request for the specific information and device format preference are embodied as one or 
more data packets (figure 5, item 18/68 and column 15, lines 21-34). 


Application/Control Number: 10/028,381 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2152 

• <Claim 9> 

The method according to claim 7, wherein the data repository is an extensible Markup 
Language (XML) data repository (column 16, lines 7-31). 

• <Claim 10> 

The method according to claim 7 wherein the data repository includes an extensible 
Markup Language (XML) database in communication with an Extensible Stylesheet 
Language Transformation (XSLT) engine in communication with the network (column 
16, lines 7-31). 

• <Claimll> 

The method according to claim 7, wherein the request for information is in an Extensible 
Stylesheet Language (XSL) stylesheet (column 16, lines 7-31). 

• <Claim 12> 

The method according to claim 7, wherein the network is an In-Home Digital Network 
(IHDN) (figure 1). 

• <Claiml3> 

The method according to claim7, wherein the device is any one of the group comprising a 
personal computer, personal digital assistant, television, video cassette recorder, personal 
video recorder, remote control, and audio system, and the specific information requested 
is electronic program guide information (figure 5, item 18/68 and column 16, lines 60- 
63). 
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• <Claim 14> 

A method for recognizing a preferred format of a device comprising: connecting the 
device to an In-Home Digital Network (IHDN) network that has an extensible Markup 
Language (XML) data repository (figure 1; column 6, lines 40-48; and column 11, line 64 
through column 12, line 5); sending, in response to said connecting at a time the device is 
initially connected to the network or, by the device connected to the network the device 
format preference each time said device is connected to the network (obviousness as 
discussed above), an Extensible Stylesheet Language (XSL) stylesheet request for 
excerpted electronic programming guide (EPG) information, including a device format 
preference from the device, over the IHDN network to an Extensible Stylesheet 
Language Transformation (XSLT) engine in communication with the XML data 
repository (column 16, lines 7-31); and utilizing, on the network, said device format 
preference from the XML data repository in preparing data for transmission to said 
device (column 16, lines 31-41). 

• <Claim 15> 

The method of claim 14, further comprising extracting the requested excerpted EPG 
information by the XSLT engine from the XML data repository (column 16, lines 35-41); 
formatting the excerpted EPG information in accordance with said device format 
preference (column 16, lines 42-47); and sending the excerpted EPG information by the 
XSLT engine to the device over the IHDN network (column 16, lines 48-63). 
Since Kimoto discloses all of the above limitations, claims 1-15 are rejected. 
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Response to Arguments 

15. In the remarks, the applicant has argued: 

• <Argument 1> 

Kimoto does not disclose the features of claim 20 because he does not disclose that "the 
specific information requested is electronic programming guide information" as recited in 
claim 20. 

• <Argument 2> 

The limitations relating to "sending a device format preference to said data repository in 
response to said connecting" and the like as presented in claims 1, 5, 6, and 14 are not 
obvious over Kimoto. 

• <Argument 3> 

Kimoto does not disclose the features of claim 7 because he does not disclose "sending a 
request for specific information by the device" as recited in claim 7. 

1 6. In response to argument 1 , Kimoto does disclose that the specific information requested 
is electronic programming guide information as recited in claim 20. The previous line citation, 
column 16, lines 60-63, clearly states that the requested information being returned to the user is 
the introduction information of the program A. This program A introduction data clearly meets 
the limitation of electronic programming guide information. The applicant has argued on page 8 
of the remarks that "The fetched style sheet does not contain the created program A introduction 
data, and therefore does not contain the 'request for specific information'," however it is not 
clear how this applies to the limitation at hand as the fact that the style sheet does not contain the 
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program does not appear to be relevant. The style sheet is in fact used to create the program 
which is the specific information returned to the user. 

17. From the further remarks concerning argument 1, it appears as though the applicant has 
misinterpreted the rejection. The applicant states that "Presumably, then, the XML document is 
in what the Office Action calls the 'data packet'," however this ignores the previous line citation, 
column 15, lines 21-34, which deals with the generation and use of the style using-right key. 
The applicant also states that "Accordingly, the Office Action presumably sees the server 1 or 
satellite 5 as the device by which 'said data packet is prepared'," however this ignores the 
previous line citation that clearly points to figure 5, item 18/68 as the device. 

18. In response to argument 2, it is maintained that claims 1, 5, 6, 14, and related claims are 
obvious over Kimoto. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the applicant's invention to modify the system of Kimoto by adding the ability to send the 
device format preference upon connection to the network as automatic connection to the network 
in which devices exchange control information was well known. On page 9 of the remarks the 
applicant presents various scenarios in which a user "might" effectuate a download. However, 
these remarks present no proof that exchanging control information between devices when a 
device is connected to the network was not well known at the time of the applicant's invention. 

19. In fact, the applicant's background to the invention clearly states that Universal Plug-n- 
Play systems were well known at the time of the invention. See the specification, page 3. In a 
Universal Plug-n-Play (UPnP) network, newly connected devices must communicate control 
information to a server or other control device on the network in order to automatically be 
configured for communication upon connection. This is the nature of UPnP. Further, Kimoto is 
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in fact able to communicate attribute information between devices for the purpose of configuring 
the devices to understand each other. Kimoto states the use of "information necessary for each 
apparatus to understand the meaning of contents and to process them when a connection is made 
among different apparatuses." See column 2, lines 44-55. 

20. In response to argument 3, Kimoto does disclose that the device sends a request for 
specific information as recited in claim 7. From the remarks, it appears the applicant has 
misinterpreted the rejection. The applicant chooses to discuss "a CPU as having a preference" 
which appears nowhere in the previous line citation to column 16, lines 7-17. In fact, the 
applicant has ignored this line citation altogether Kimoto clearly states the use of the enabled 
style using-right key from which a style ID is fetched. 

21 . In addition, the applicant has argued that claims rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 and 35 
U.S.C. 103, but not explicitly discussed, are allowable based on the above arguments. Thus, 
claims disclosing similar limitations to the discussed claims and related dependent claims remain 
rejected under the same reasoning as presented above. 

Conclusion 

22. The applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection presented in this 
office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). The 
applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 


Application/Control Number: 10/028,381 


Page 13 


Art Unit: 2152 

the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

23. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Victor Lesniewski whose telephone number is 571-272-3987. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can'be reached on 571-272-3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unit 2152 
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